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ABSTRACT 

One of the purposes of the North Central Rural 
Sociology Sub-committee on Farm Organizations is to serve as a 
mechanism through which statewide studies of farm organizations in 
Wisconsin and Michigan would be partially coordinated* To communicate 
both the knowledge needs and the accumulated literature on farmers' 
organizations and movements to other researchers is the purpose of 
this bulletin* Part I of the bulletin comprises 3 essays that outline 
the sub-committee members 1 views on needed research* The first 2 
essays, "Some Needs in Farm Organization Research" and "Needed 
Research on Farmers 1 Movements," deal primarily with research that 
would contribute to the development of basic sociological knowledge 
and theory on organizations and movements* The third essay, "Applied 
Sociological Research on Farm Organizations and Farmers 1 Movements," 
focuses specifically on research of practical utility to those 
concerned with building viable farm organizations. Part II of the 
bulletin is "A Bibliography of U. S. and Canadian Gene^l Farm 
Organizations and Farmers 1 Movements,” consisting of 998 items 
published between 1846 and 1969. The bibliography is alphabetized in 
a single list by author, but a "Title Index" and an "Index of Place, 
Person, Specific Organization, and Specific 
are also provided. (JH) 
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In Memoriam 

James R. Hundley, Jr., one of the Sub-Committee's members, died 
of cancer on November 3, 1967, at the age of 28. In addition to his 
contributions to the Sub-Committee and to this publication, James 
Hundley made noteworthy contributions to the literature on farmers’ 
movements, as indicated by the Bibliography references in this bulletin 
which bear his name (326; 452; 453; 454; 538). 

The enthusiasm he communicated for research on the topic of this 
bulletin was in no small measure responsible for the Sub-Committees 
decision to undertake the project. He also influenced the research 
directions of Sub-Committee members. 

The Sub-Committee members share with the sociological profession 
a keen sense of loss in James Hundley’s passing. 
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Preface 

tn late 1964 the North Central Rural Sociology Sub-Committee on Farm 

Organizations was formed with Donald Johnson of the University of 
Wisconsin as its first chairman. One of the immediate and specific purposes 
of the Sub-Committee was to serve as a mechanism through which state- 
wide studies of farm organizations in Wisconsin and Michigan would be 
partially coordinated. 1 Further, the Sub-Committee served from the begin- 
ning as a vehicle to facilitate a general discussion of research needs and to 
share and discuss literature references. From these initial activities we 
became convinced that both the knowledge needs and the accumulated 
literature on farmers’ organizations and movements were of sufficient import 
to warrant a formal Sub-Committee project to communicate these needs 
and references to other researchers. This bulletin is the result. 

In compiling the list of references we have received valuable help from 
many sources. Allan Steeves and John Steeves, research assistants at Michi- 
gan State University, did much early library searching. Later these tasks 
and the checking and editing of references and manuscript were done by 
Valerie Restivo and Judy Bennisato, student assistants at Michigan State. 
James Shideler of the Agricultural History Center at the University of 
California at Davis suggested many new references and provided useful 
advice on techniques of compilation as did Morton Rothstein of the Depart- 
ment of History at the University of Wisconsin, Madison. John Schlebecker 
of the Smithsonian Institution provided similar help. Charles Press of 
Michigan State University made available his extensive list of references 
on the Nonpartisan League. Joe Bohlen of Iowa State University provided 
a copy of Louis Schmidt's list of references on the farmers' movement in 
the United States (802), from which many references were drawn. For 
many of the theses and dissertations as well as the references on the Grange 
we are indebted to Dennis Nordin's lists (662; 663). In addition, many 
persons from various academic disciplines in the United States and Canada 
were kind enough to peruse an earlier list of references and make suggestions 
or otherwise encourage our enterprise. 

A special debt is owed to the Farm Foundation for its support of the 
Sub-Committee. The Agricultural Experiment Station at Michigan State 
University is also acknowledged for providing research assistance and 
clerical support. Finally, credit is due to Dorothy Tervo, Valerie Restivo 



'The following items in. the Bibliography hnve resulted from these studies: 295; 401; 402; 460; 
467; 480; 484; 027; 628; 630; 631; 632; 681; 734; 735; 737; 940; 925; 941. 
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and Mary Wilson for their patient and capable typing of various drafts of 
the manuscript, and to Nancy Hammond and Ann Ries for editorial 
assistance. 



Denton E. Morrison, Chairman 

NCRS-5 Sub-Committee on Farm Organizations 

Department of Sociology 

Michigan State University 

East Lansing, Michigan 

May, 1969 
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Introduction 

DENTON E. MORRISON 
Michigan State University 

It is common to hear farmers’ problems explained by the claim that 
farmers are not organized. The great oversimplification of such an explana- 
tion is shown in the extensive quantity and scope of farmers’ past and 
present organizational activity documented in the Bibliography comprising 
Part II of this bulletin. The list, moreover, contains only references on 
general farmers’ movements and organizations and excludes writings dealing 
specifically with commodity groups and cooperatives. A list of the latter 
categories would be extensive. Breimyer, for instance, reports that, in the 
1962-1965 period, 22,651 U. S. farmers’ cooperative associations had nearly 
twenty-two million members or participants, most of whom were nonfarmeis 
(107:136). 

Tontz estimates that in 1960 the three largest U. S. general farm organiza- 
tions (The American Farm Bureau Federation, The National Farmers* 
Union, and The National Grange) had over two and one-quarter million 
family members or participants (905:5). The number of individuals who 
are members would be much higher. Given the existence of about 4 million 
farms in I960, 1 assuming an average of one family per farm, and allowing 
for the fact that many farm organization members are not actively farming, 
the crude indication would seem to be that members of about half the 
U. S. farm families belong to a general farm organization. 

One possible conclusion from the above figures is that not enough farmers 
are organized. It is well established, however, that the farmers most likely 
to be farm organization members have more education and operate larger, 
more productive farms than nonmembers (629:48-55; 73S:281; 57:157). 
Regardless of their limited number, those who become involved in farm 
organizations would presumably be the ones most able to organize them- 
selves effectively. Those observers who agree that not enough farmers are 
organized would probably also agree, however, that the more crucial prob- 
lem is that those who are members of organizations are not organized 
enough. 

Concern with increasing the effectiveness of farm organizations rather 
than with further increasing their number or the number of members was 
shown by the Commission on Country Life in 1909. Initially, the Commis- 
sion described the farmers’ situation in words that still ring true today: 
. . The farmer is almost necessarily handicapped in the development of 
his business because his capital is small, and the volume of his transactions 

National Advisory Commission on Food and Fiber, (July, 1967), Food and Fiber for the Future, 
United States Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C.: 155. 



limited; and he usually stands practically alone against organized interests. 
In the general readjustment of modern life due to the great changes in manu- 
factures and commerce, inequalities and discriminations have arisen, and 
naturally the separate man suffers most/’ 2 But the Commission also noted 
that in agriculture “there is a multitude of clubs, and associations for social, 
educational, and business organizations; and the great national organizations 
are effective. But the farmers are nevertheless relatively unorganized.” 3 
Later in the Commission’s report this observation was reiterated and ex- 
panded slightly: 

While there are very many excellent agricultural cooperative organi- 
zations of many kinds, the farmers nearly everywhere complain that 
there is still a great dearth of association that really helps them in 
buying and selling and developing their communities. . . . Farmers 
seem to be increasingly feeling the pressure of the organized interests 
that sell to them and buy from them. 4 

The underlying notion of the Commission is clear and is as valid today as 
in 1909: On the whole, farmers are organized in ways that are relatively 
ineffective, that is, ineffective in comparison with organizations of laborers, 
professionals, and other businessmen. 

It is a paradox that, while sociology is substantially concerned with the 
study of social organization, relatively few of the studies in our Bibliography 
provide analyses from the sociological perspective or employ the concepts 
and research tools of modern social science. Mostly, the literature consists 
of historical-descriptive case studies of organizations or their leaders, or 
essays in which the conversion of the reader to particular philosophical or 
ideological points of view is the paramount goal. 

This lack is not a valid indicator of the importance of the analysis of 
farm organizations to sociology, nor of the potential contribution of socio- 
logical analysis to farm organizations. Analyses of farm organizations could 
contribute to fundamental theoretical issues in sociology just as do studies 
of industrial organizations, trade unions, hospitals, welfare organizations, 
military organizations, and the like. And, just as sociological research has 
made important applied contributions to these organizations, such research 
has great potential for contributing to the solution of some of the practical 
problems of farm organizations. Moreover, sociologists have recognized 
both the importance and the lack of research on farmers' organization for 
some time (932; 479). 

The lack of sociological research on farm organizations reflects the rela- 
tively small proportion of resources that colleges of agriculture have devoted 

Commission on Country Life, (1911), Report of the Commission on Country Lifc % Sturgis & 
Walton, New York: 18-19. (Re-edition of original report of 1909). 

'Ibid., 27. 

*Ibid., 130-131. 
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